Dear Jim, 7/7/88 

Thanks for the Ross Gelbspan story fron the Boston ^lohe on FBI "do not file" 

files. 

The FBI spokeswoman Schnitzer lied to him in saying tliat the document was 
marked "do not file" because it contained no information not on file, ks I'm sure 
you remember fron my litigation, 

ktoreover, in the case of infoimatjon given to the director, unless the record is 
kept there is no way for anyone to know wliat the director was told. 

If Gelbspan or the various counsel have any further interest, I recall also 
that the PB"^ had "dead" files and "new deaid" files, in addition to "do not file" 
files. Further, the SACs kept esi^ecially delicate inforiaation in their.isafes. There 
were probably other such farout secrecy devices I do not recall, 

I think I knew of these files before accidental disclosure to a comnitte and 
my source was either records I saw or a fornier SA. 

In my field offices case the FBI swore it had no "do not file" files, remember? 

If there is any interest in any followup, then there is the Dallas William 
Walter memo-to-self or file by Shankling reporting tliat instead of filing the 
information he had to send it to Adams in HQ. Shanklin was covering his ov/n ass, 

lou have tliis and I used it in litigation. If you can't locate a copy, in the 
event of interest, I can. 

•“un on why the director's annotations pu^it be preserved is the Hoover note 
asking !" V/ho is Sartre?" 

Above, Shanklin' s instructions v?ere by Adaias himself, then #5 in the FBI, 

Lav/yers are quoted as telling Gelbspan that the request for a meeting with 
Webster does not exist in FBI files. They should have iiicluded one word, 

"disclosed," because sure as hell it does exist. I'laybe in a 94 file, maybe unfiled 
in a tickler, which is less likely, and the decision on whether or not to meet 
will be rooorred on it. Usually with lower-level recommendation(s), 

I've also gotten and stiurted to read the Hoschella ddditional disclosure to 
k^ark Allen of late last month. I've begin to read tt and vjill write you about it 
separately. I've read Fmil's letter and the first of the attached nemos, etc. Tliere 
had to be a covering letter or memo for the memo proper because it holds no identifi- 
cation. I suppose it was drafted by Couison in kiintz's office, \fasn't that then the 
General Counsel Division? 

The vfeather is getting to me a bit and I liave a medical appointment shortly but 
I will write you about at least this first documents in tliat sheaf.lt refers to 
several things I should liave gotten and didn t in my litigation and so Iwon^t forget 
iri-ll you please pihone limil and tell him that'^the tickler copy of the memo tliat caused 
all that agitation was sworn not to exist in my field offices cases and v/ould he 
please send me a copy of it- and any other Dallas and New Orleans info i;i that tickler, 
the existence of which PlrLllips not cannot swear falsely about? They were ordered by 
the judge to search for"and disclose that and ftiillips wore ^y had none and thus did 
not have to search. As you may recall, I swore under oath that he was lying. 

If you think t is ^Jill interest Gelbspan or any counsel, would you please 
send? Thanks, 

Best 

^^rold 




